all Jegislation of the
the obligations
to receive coupons of ils
in payment of State taxes is un-

and void, because
the obligation of con-
tract ; that the u'mlyur having
once  made d“.ol' o of “cou-
pons in ment taxes is un-
der no o’;g‘ﬂion to pay such tax in
amoney, but may rest securely his
right to have coupons received when
iﬁ.a. and that the tax-collector who
attempts thereafter to forcibly collect
such taxes by lerying upon the tax-
payer’s, property is not shielded by
the legislation of the State, but
malkes the attempt st his porsonal peril.
The Court holds, furthermore, that suit
brought agninst the tax-collectod for the
seizure of the tax-payer’s property, after
due tender of coupons, is not .a suit
against the State, but is & suit against
an individual tresspasser scting without
legal nuthority of the State. The opin-
jon was delivered by Justice Matthews.
The Chief-Justice and Justices Bradley,
Miller, snd Gray dissented ; Juostice
Bradley delivering the dissenting opin-
jon.

The cases thus decided stand upon
the docket as follows : Ne. 588, Thomas
Pomdexter against 8, . Greenhow |
No. 559, William L. White against
same; No. 590, Samuel 8. Carter
against same ; No, 826, 8. Brown Allen,
Auditor, and others, against the Balti-
smore and Ohio Railroad Company, and
No. 1260, R. B. Chaftin sgainst William
Taylor.

No, 58K is from the Hustings Court
of the city of Richmond ; Nos. 580 and
590 are from the United States Circuit
Court for the Eastern district of Vir-
ginin ; No, 826 is from the same court
for the Western district of that State;
and No. 1260 is from the Virginia Su-

reme Court of Appeals.

The first three of the above-named
casos present directly the question of
the effect of the tender for taxes of con-
pons of the bonds of March 30, 1871,
and the right of & Virginia tax-payer to
bring suits for damages against the

tax-collector for levying on his
property after tho tender of tax-
receivable coupons.  The fifth  case

presents the question of the right
of u citizen of Virginia to pay the
license-tax imposed by the statute of
that State in tax-receivable coupons of
the honds of March 30, 1871. The
fourth case presents the question of the
right of & nen-resident tax-payer of
Virginia, after the tender of coupons
for taxes, to an injunction to restrain a
levy on and the sale of his property.

The principal opinion in this group |

of cases has direct reforence to 5SEs—
Poindexter agninst Greenhow, 1t was
prepared and delivered by Justice Mat-
thews, and decided the questions pre-
sented ll'v that case, as follows :

1st. By the terms of the funding act
of the State of Virginia of March 30,
1871, and the ixsue of bonds and cou-
pons in virtue of the smmne, a centraet
was made between overy coupon-holder
and the State that such coupons should
be receivable at and after maturity for
all taxes, debts, dues, and demands due
the State, the right of the coupon-holder
under which was to have his coupons
received for taxes when offered, and
any act of the State which forbids the
receipt of these coupons for taxes is a
violation of the contract and void as
sgainst the coupon-holders,

2d. The faculty of being receivable
in payment of taxes was of the essence
of right, as it constituted a self-exe-
cuting remedy in the hands of the tax-
payer, for it became thereby the legal
duty of every tax-collector to receive

such coupons in peyment of taxes upon |

an equal footing and with equal effiect
as though they were money ; and after
the tender of such coupons duly made
for that purpose the situstion and
rights of tax-payer and coupon-holder
were precisely what they would have
been of ho had made a like tender in
uoney.

dd. Tt is well settled by many de-
cisions of this court that for the pur-
pose of affecting proceedings to enforce
the payment of taxes the lawful tender
of paywent is equivalent to the actual
payment, cither being sutficient to de-
prive the collecting-ofticer of all au-
thority for further action, and making
every subsequent step illegal and void,

4th. The coupons in question are not
“bills of eredit® in the sense of the
Constitution, which forbids States * to
emit bills of eredit,” beeanse, although
issucd by the State of Virginia on its
credity and made receivabile in payment
of taxes and negotinble o0 as to pass
from hand to baud by delivery merely,
they were not intended to ciroalate as

money betweon individuals and betweon |

the government and individuals for or-
dinary purposes of society.
Sth. An nction or a suit brought by
A (ax-payer who has duly tendered such
coupons in payment of his taxes against
a person who, under color of office as
tax-collector aud acting in the enforce-
ment of & void law passed by a Legis-
Iature of a State. huving refused such
coupons, proveeds by the scizure and
sale of the property of the plaintiff to
enforee the collection of such taxes. is
an action or suit against him personally
as & wrong-doer, and is not against the
State within the meaning of the eleventh
amendment 10 the Constitution of the
United States,
6th. Such defendant, sued as a wrong-
doer, who seeks to substitute the State
in his plece, or to justify by suthority
of the State, or todefend on the ground
that the State has adopted his act and
exonerated him, cannot rest on the bare
sssertion of his defence, but is bound
to establish, and ns the State is a politi-
«<al corporate body, which can act only
through agents, and command only by
law, in order to complete his defence
he must produce a valid law of the
State, which constitutes his commisgion
as its agent and warrant for his set.
Tth, The act of the General Assom-
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tional right; for cases are numerous
where lhcu:.:lnnf a State which in
general and proper on are
perfectly valid, bave been held to be-
come void in M:.rnlmhrcuc. either as
unconstituti regulations of com-
merce, or a8 violations of = contract
Prohibiud by constitution, or because
in some other way they operate to de-
prive a party complaining of the right
gecured to him by the Constitution of
the United States,
10th, In the cases of detinue action
is purely defensive on the part of the
plaintift, Its object is merely to resist
an attempted wrong and to restore the
elatus in quo as it was when the right
to be windicated was invaded. It is
anslagous to a preventive remedy of in-
junction in equity where that jurisdic-
tion is invoked, of which frequent ex-
amples ocour in cases to prevent illegal
taxation of muational banks by State
suthorities.
11th. The suit authorized by the act
of the General Assembly of Virginia of
January 26, 1882, against a collector of

proceeding may seem b
or however the courts might be
to sustain it if it were constitutional, yet,
looking at llwx as it ndl{:,;:
regard it as di repugnant to |

mmdm‘nl.’ol’ the Constitu-

power of the United States shall 1
construed to extend to any suit in law
or equity commenced or prosecuted
sgainst any one of the United States
by citizens of another State, or by citi-
zens or subjeots of any foreign State.
The counsel for the bondholders
press u our attention, the pro-
vision of the Constitution which de-
clares that mfluu 'h'lll. pu:l mt{ Iu;r
impairing the obligation of contract, an

in:ilsl. 'l'fllt the laws passed by the
Legislature of Virginia forbidding the
receipt of coupons for taxes since the
pussage of the act of 1871 by which
they were made receivable are uncon-
stitutional and absolutely void, and that
no officer or tax-collector of the State
is bound to regard, but, on the contrary,
is bound to di i them. Somehave

taxes refusing to pt the tender of
coupons to recover 8 back amount paid
under protest, is no remedy at all for a
breach of contrast which required him
to receive coupons in payment, The
tax-payer and eoupon-holder has a
right to say he will not pay the amount
s second time, and insisting upon his
tender ms equivalent to payment,
resist further exaction, and troat as a
wrong-doer the officer who seizes his
property to enforce it. The right to
pay in coupons cannot be treated as a
mere right of set-off, which is part of
the remedy merely when given by gen.
eral law, and therefore subject to mod-
ifiestion or repeal, because the Iaw
which gave it is also a contract, and
therefore eannot be chauged without
mutual consent.

12th. Neither ean it be considered an
adequate remedy in view of the sup-
posed necessity for summary proceed-
ings in matters of revenue and conve-
nience of State, which requires that
prompt collection of taxes should not
be Windered or embarrassed, for the
revenue system must yield to the con-
tract which the State has lawfully made,
and the obligation of which by the Con-
stitution it is forbidden to impair.

13th, The sct of the General Assem-
bly of Virginia of January 26, 1882,
and the amendatory act of March 13,
I554, are unconstitutional and void,
beesuse they impair the obligation of
the contract of the State with the cou-
pon holder under the act of March 30,
1 71, amid that being the main object of
@ two acts, the vice which invali-

| Gotes them pervades them throughout
| o in all their provisions, It is
not  practicable  to  separate those

parts which repeal and sbolish actiens
of trespasg, and trespass on a case, and
other particular forms of action as reme-
dies for the tax-payer who has tendered |
his coupons in payment of taxes, from
the main ebjects of the acts which that
prohibition wes intended to effectuate ;
and it follows that the whole of these
and similar statutes must be declared ©
uncenstitutional, null, snd void. It
aleo follows that these statutes can't be

one provision of the Constitution set up
against the other, and are asked to en-
force that relating to contracts by re-
garding the individual officers as the
rusl partiea procecded against and ig-
noring the fact that in the matter of
receiving coupons in payment of taxes
these officers only represent the State.
By this technical device it is supposed
that the eleventh amendment may be
evaded. In my opinion, this is not a
sound interpretation of that olause of
the Constitution. It is & con-
tract clnuse, and when ihe elev-
enth amendment comes into conflict
the latter has parsmount force. It
was adopted as an amendment to the
Constitution or operates as an amend-
ment of every part of the Constitution
to which it is at any time found to be
repugnant. Every amendment of the
law revokes, alters, or adds something,
It is the last declared will of the luw-
makers and has paramount force and of-
feet. The Constitution still declares
that no State shall pass any law im-
pairing the obligation of & contract, but
the effect of the amendment is that even
if a State should pass a law impairing
the validity of its own contract no re-
dress can be had therefor in the Fede-
ral courts, All those who deal with
the State have full notice of this funds-
mental condition, They know they
must depend on the faith of the State
just as if no Constitution existed, and
cannot resort to compulsion unless the
State chooses to permit itself to be
sued. Moreover, the eleventh amend-
ment is not intended, as it were n
jingle of words, to be slurred over
by cunning subtleries and artificial
methods of interpretation so as to give
it u literal compliance without regard-
ing its substantinl meaning and pur-
pose. 1t is a grave and solemn condi-
tion exacted by the sovercign States for
the purpose of preserving and vindi-
eating their sovereign right to deal with
their ereditors and others propounding
claims against them according to their
own views of what may be required by
public faith and the necessities of the

regarded in the courts of the United |
States ws laws of the State, to be |
obeyed as rules of decision in trials at |
common law under Section 721 Revised |
Statutes, or as regulating the practice
of those courts under section 914 Re-
| wised Statutes,

14th. The present case is not covered |
by the decision in Antoni vs. Green- |
how, 107 United States, 700, the pninta‘
now involved being expressly reserved |
in the judgment in that case. !

The points of the decision of the
court in the other cases of this group
are as follows :

Nos, 680 and 12600,
above opinion in No. 58%,

No. 826, Allen, Auditor, against the
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company. |
The court holds : First, That the gene-
ral questions arising and argaed in
this case are fully discussed and de-
oided in the case of Poindexter vs.
Gireenhow, No. 588, Second. The
remedy by injunction to prevent
the collections of taxes by distraint
upon rolling-stock, wmachinery, cars,
and engines, and other ]lr(lpurly. of rail-
road corporations, after the tender of
paymest in tax-reccivable coupons, is
sanctioned by repeated decisions of this
court, and has become & common and
umquestioned practice in similar cases
when exemptions have been claimed
by virtue of the Constitution of the
United States, the ground of jurisdic-
tion heing that there is no adequate
remedy at law,

In another allied case, No. 1,278,
Marye against Parsons, the court holds
that the contract right of a coupon-
holder under the Virginia act of March
30, 1871, whereby his coupons are re-
| ceivable in payment of taxes, can be
exercised only by the tax-payer,
and a bill in equity for an in-
junction to restrain  tax-collectors
from refusing to  receive  them
whea tendered in payment of taxes
will not lie in behalf of the conpon-
holder who does not allege himself to
bie also & tax-payer. Such a bill calls
for a deeree declaring merely an ahb-
stract right, and does not show any
breach of centract or other ground of
relief.

In No. 590, Carter against Green-
how, the court holds : First. That the
168th clause of section 629 of the Re-
vised Statutes, althorizing suits with-
oot reference to the sum or value in
controversy or citizenship of the parties
to be brought inthe Circuit courts of the
United States to redress deprivation
under color of any State law of any
vight, privilege, or immunity se-
cured by the Constitution of the
United States in violation of sec-
tion 1979 of the Revised Statutes, does
not embrace an action of trespass on
the case in which the plaintifl seeks the
recovery of damages against a tax-col-
lector in Virginia, who, having rejected
the tender of tax-receivable coupons
issued under the act of March 30, 1871,
seeks to collect the tax for which they
muuldmdby.uhu.;e‘::dl::huf

property of ntiff,
Second. That although the sight to

Covered by

right is protected by the Constitution of
%Uﬂ@d&mi{h%l..uw:u

forbidding & State to laws
h;nu-h‘ an m’:’;“!

body politie.  We have no right,
if we could be disposed, to frit-
ter away the substance of (thig
solemn stipulation by any neat and
skilful manipulation of its words,
We are bound to give it its full and
substantia]l menning and effect, All
this litigation in reference to Virginia
bonds and coupons is an attempt,
through the medium of the Federal
courts, to coerce the State of Virginia
into the fultilment of her contracts.
There is no question about the validity
of the taxes. They are adwmittedly
due; an officer is entitled to collect
them; his authority is undisputed,
Coupons are tendered in payment, not
in money, for they have no quality of
money, but as a set-off’ which, as is in-
sisted. the State has agreed to allow,
The tax-payer stands on this agree-
ment and seeks to enforce it. Al suits
undertaken for this end are in truth
and reality suits against the Siate to
compel a compliance with its agree-
ment. The set-off is nothing but a
eross-action, and can no more bo en-
forced against the State, without its
consent, than a direct action can be.
When get-offs are allowed against &
sovercign State it is always by virtue
of some express statute, * ¢ * ¢
Officers have no power bur what
the State gives them. They act for
sud on behalf of the State, and in no
other way. To sue them, therefore,
because they will not receive coupons
in payment, is virtually to sue the State,
The sole object is to coerce the State,
To say otherwise is to talk only for
effeet without regard te the truth of
things. * * * * ¢ Thetax is
due ; no meney is tendered. The tax-
payer only offers to set off coupons,
which are nothing but due-bills of the
State, and pleads the State’s col-

laternl agreement to receive them.
This is mnot money, and bears
no resemblance to money, It is

simply a promise, and the State, for
reasons of its own, declines to comply
with its agreement in mode and form,
and forbids its oflicers to receive cou-
pons in payment of taxes. The tax-
payer insists that the State shall com-
ply with its agreement.  All proceed-
ings instituted by him to enforce the
receipt of the coupons, or to obtain re-
dress against the collector for not re-
ceiving them, have this object alone in
view—to compel the State to fulfil its
sgreement,

It is idle to say that the proeeeding is
only against the officers, That is a
mere pretense.  The real object is to co-
erce the State through its officers—to
compel a specific performance by the
State of its agreement. * * * * It
is said that the Government does
not represent the State when it
does an unconstitutional asct or

this may be averred when the govern-
ment of the State attempts to force a
State from its constitutional agreement
with the United States and toproduce s

disruption of the fundamental bonds of

filmeny of its centracts. Onme is an in-
defeasible right, a right which cannot
be taken away ; the other is never a
right, but may or may not beconceded by
the State, and if concoded may be con-
ceded on such terms as the State
m ‘o impm- - ® @ . - L
This is the first time, we believe, since
the eleventh amendment was adopted
that any State has been coerced by ju-
dicial proceedings at the suit of indi-
viduals in the Federal courts, That
this is such a osse scems one of the
plainest “propositiens that can be ut-
tered.
- - - - L] - - L]

We have nok thought it necessary or
proper to make any remarks on the
moral aspecis of the case, If Virginia
or any other State has prerogative of
exemption from judicial prosecution,
and of determining her own public
policy with regard to the mode of
redeeming her obligations, it is not for
this eourt, when considering the ques-
tion of her constitutional rights, to
pass in judgment upon the propriety of
her conduct on one side or the other.

The dissenting opinion cover cases
Nos. 588, 580, 1260, and 826,

gl — .
A SWEEPING DECISION,

The Parsons Case Divmissed, But the Conlter
Stuck Deep in ibe tbers - Is Virginia
Helplran T

[Kpeein! from & Btafl Correspondent. |

WasmiNaros, D, O, April 20,—<
The Supreme Court of the United States
was crowded with Virginians to-day,
and the decision arrived st by a bare
majority of the body knocked the breath
out of most all. The Parsons case,
which was argued by Judge Staples,
was dismissed with a few words only.
The court could not approve of that sort
of proceeding, but made np for it by
sticking  their  coulter a8 deep
in the ground as it could go
in the Puindexter case. Justice Mat-
thews tried to make it 4o plain that
nobody could ever hereafter guestion
it that the coupons are as good ascoin,
and that no legislation could be coun-
tenanced which attempted to rob then
of any part of the value in which they
were clothed by th e terms of the fund-
ing bill,  He said that the points to-day
passed upon were exprossly reserved in
the opinion in Antoni against Greenhow,
He quoted from that opinion to prove
that the court then and there declared
that coupons * should be received for
taxes,” Deyond that there was very
trifling mention of that set of Assem-
bly which this court approved allowing
ihe State of Yirginia to scrutinize con-
pons to ascertain if they are bogus or
genuine,

I have asked several lawyers who
heard the opinion read if that act re-
mains in force with unimpaired virtues,
and they say they don’t see how it can
be after the pronunciamento of to-day.
ONE HOUR AND TWEXNTY MINUTES,

It took one hour and twenty minntes
for Justice Matthews to read his opin-
ion, and the rule of this court is that
nobody shall make a copy of an opinion
until it is printed ; no copy can go out
until the opinion is in print in sheets,
In {his case that will be about two
weeks, and until that date those who
want to discuss the profoundly nice
points involved will have to wait.
Meantime readers of the Dispatch may
rely upon the synopsis above as correct
and as giving the salient points decided.

Justice Matthews lays great stress
upon the fact that the receivability fea-
ture of the coupons was the main in-
ducement offered bondholders to fund,
and in the defanlt of Virginia in the
payment of interest promised it became
her duty to receive these coupons for
taxes. They were made a legal tender
for taxes, and became an unchangeable
mensure of relief, and were pat in a
position of equality and wvalue with

money. That detinue was a proper
remedy in the Poindexter case the
court had wno doubt. The plea

in several of these cases that the ofli-
cer was not a wrong-doer though
the State may be, was severely con-
demued. The officer cannot simply
plead that he acts by authority of law,
He is bound to produce his warrant of
law. The State has passed no such
law, for it canmot, The Federal Con-
stitution prohibits it. The law makes
it the duty of the oflicer to receive
coupons for taxes, If he fuil to obey
it he stands stripped of official au-
thority. The State is ideal, intangible,
immutable, and it i only through her
officers that she can be reached,

BACK TO THE WAR.

The war in 1861 wns not a war be-
tween States, but a war of the United
States Government against usurping
powers, When the Legislature made
& contract that the coupons should be
receivable for taxes it acted within the
scope of its authority. The contract
became unchangeable.  These anti-
coupon acts are not the acts of the
Commonwealth—the true and real (om-
monwealth—but are wholly without
suthority, and are just as if they never
had been. The defendant, therefore, is
not her agent, but is acting contrary to
the express agreement and law of Vir-
ginia. The plaintiff, in fact, is acting
for ber, &5 he is here trying her laws.
The State is not named in the record.
The State is not a necessary part in the
proceeding.

IMMUNITY FOR WRONG-DOING,

Referring to that provision of the
Federal Constitution upon which eoun-
sel for the defendant so muchrelied, the
court went on to say that the immanity
of the State for wrong doing finds no
support in the Federal Constitution, To
accomplish that requires s new smend-
ment, 50 that she shall net be allowed
to impair the obligations of any con-
tracts but her own. The court would
not agree to the proposition that no
vested right is taken away because the
coupon-helder, when his coupon is re-
fused, could pay in money and then
sue for the return of the money.
That was not what the contract
called for. The coupon was to be as
;oodurnmy—u Was to be the um}u
money for - purposes. The
Mﬂwhmh say that he
will not pay the smoant second
time even for the of receiving
away the rem-
of a right and
the right itself. All the
the of cou-

|

public opinion wisely direetod will be
80 powerful that the bemdholders will
realize that Virginia is not wholly help-
less yot,

What Mr. Royall Says.

The opinion of Mr. William L. Royall
and others in respect of the scope of
the decision is set forth in the following
interviews :

Mr. Royall, what do you understand
that the Supreme Court decided ?

Mr. Royall: The Court decided the
Parsons caso for the State, It decided
everything else out and out for the
bondholders. Tt held that the tender
of a coupon in payment of a tax isa
legal tender, and it 18 the same in effect
as A tender of coin. It extinguishes
the State’s claim for the tax, save and
except  her right to demand the
coupon. It holds that it is a
trespass for the officer to levy to com-
ped the payment of the taxes in any
other medium after a tender of the cou-
pen, and that he must be enjoined from
levying after such a tender: that all
the laws of the State of Virginia which
forbid the officer to receive coupons in
payment of taxes are unconstitutional
and void, and all the laws that com-
mand him to levy after the tender of

pons are titutional and void ;
and that the State law which forbids
tho tax-payer to sue the officer for hix
trespass in the State courts 18 likewise
null and void, It affirms the tax-pav-
er’s right to sue for trespass or for an
injunction at his pleasure, either in the
State court or the United States court.
It declares that all of the acts which
the Legislature of Virginia has passed
must be taken and considered together,
and that when thus considered they
disclose n purpos¢ on the part of
the State to destroy the coupons, and
that it is not within her power to de-
stroy them, and, therefore, that all
must fall together. Specifically it de-
clares the right of the tax-payer to sue
the officer in detinue who seizes his
preperty after a tender of coupons, and
to force him to surrender the property.
It declares it is his right to sue him for
damage for trespass in seizing the pro-
perty, and to have an injunction te pre-
veut him seizing and selling the pro-
perty.

THE INPORTANT CONCLUSION,

What are your views, Mr. Roysll, of
the effect of the decision?

It extirpates all of Mr. Mahone's
echieme of readjustment. e told the
people of Virginia that if they would
give him full power he would force a
readjustment of the debt. They gave
him full power. He passed every act
which he could devise or think of, and
the impotent conclusion is that the
State of Virginia is now threatened
with helpless and pitiable bankruptey.
He has accomplished absolutely nothing
except to degrade his native State.

WILL ADVISE A COMI"ROMISE.

Mr. Royall, what course do you
think will mow be pursued by the
creditors of the State?

1 shall advise them most earmcstly
and at once®to compromise, and not to
altempl to press their victory too far.
I shall advise them to offer the State to
fund their 6 per cent. bonds, amount-
ing to more than 214,000,000, into 4
per cent, bonds, and to strike off from
the Metyulloch Lionds, amounting to more
than eight millions, the provision mak-
ing them bear 4 and 5 per cent., and
thus make the McCulloch bonds hear
all the way through 4 per cent. only,
and to fund all of the overdue coupons
into bonds bearing 2 per cent. interest.
Itis n simple matter of arithmetic to
shaw that 156 present rate of taxation
will pay this interest and leave a su+
plus of three or four hundred thou-
sand dollars per annum,  Natural-
Iy, the creditors will object to
giving up their bonds that bear the
tax-receivable ocoupon, because this
coupon has proved their salvation, and,
naturnlly, the State will object to crea-
ting a new set of obligations, the old ones
remaiming uncancelled, Tshall propose
as a compromise that the coupons on
the present bonds shall be stamped ; that
on the 6 per cent. bands, fur instance,
a stamped conpon shall be & demand on
the State for only 4 per cent., ifpaid
at maturity, but if not paid at maturity
shall immedistely become reestablishod
asa 6 per cent. demand and a tax-
paying power.

What Speaker Stuart Says.

Speaker Stuart being asked what he
thought of the decision, replied : Taken
as a whole, it is a surprise—a complete
reversal of a former decision in causes
almost identical by the same court, It
wipes out entirely the Riddleberger Lill
and all the measures passed to force
the pending funding under that bill,
It at once places the State revenue
under the control of nearly 83,000,000
of past-due coupons, They must be
received by all collecting officers, or
the refusal, if followed by levy, involves
an action for Jdamages or injunction if
the amount be sufticient, It makes the
coupon not merely a contract, but a
self-collecting instrument, What 18
more, it covers every conceivable point
i the controversy and that against the
State,

THE ALTERNATIVES,

The alternatives now  presented
are, first, an increase of tax-
ation, which is net probable, A

new settlement with the creditors ora
failure to levy any taxes and a resort
to the methods existing in other States—
a levy upon the various county and
municipal organizations for an amount
proportioned to assessed values sufli-
cient to defray the expenses of the
Government and to moet the interest
upon the smount fixed by the Riddle-
berger bill.
Houn. R T. Merriek,

Correspondent : Mr. Merrick, what is
the effect of this dectsion in the Poindex-
ter case ¥

Mr. Merrick : It declares all legisla-
tion of Virginia sgainst the coupon null
and void, It tears up all that sort of
legislation root and branch, it seems to

me.

Does it nullify the act which permits
the State to make a scrutiny of coupons
to test their genuinengss ?

Practically it does, since if a man
tenders his taxes in coupons and the
officer refuses to receive them he is not
allowed to levy. CHESTRR,
.-—...-—-*-—-
Destruetive Water-Spont in Texas,
[Hy telegraph to the Lispatch. |

& wave cill“{.t;ht high
rushing the Rio Grande with

ol goerds

GENERAL NEWS AND GOSSIP.

The President lavited 1o Ga.-The
Maiser ie be Considered InCabinet To-dur—
Other Musiersef General Interest.
[By telegraph 1o the Diepateh.]

WasniNaron, April 20.—A dele-
gation from Georgia, of Gen-
eral John B, Gordon, Senator Colquitt,
Hon. J. Hammond, M. C. Kiser, Wil-
liam T. Newman, E. P. Howell, H. W,
Grady, W, A, Hemphill, Jack W. John-
son, U, A, Collier, John N. Dunn, Alli-
son Green, and Jobn A. Fitten, called
at the White House this aflernoon and
formally invited the President to visit
Atlanta, Ga,, during the sessions
of the Commercial Convention in
the Iatter part of May next. Sen-
ator Colquitt and General Gordon ad-
dressed the President and improssed
on him the grest good to the South
which would result from a visit by him.
The people down there. they said,
didn’t often have a chance to see the
Chief Magistrate of the nation, and now
that they have one of their swn choice,
they wereextromely anxious to have him
among them, if only for a day, so that
they might become better acquainted
with each other, Goneral Gordon said
he wanted the President to come down
South just to see how they lived, and
to see for himself how the eolored
people lived and were treated by their
neighbors,

The President received the delegation
very cordially and told them frankly
that he wanted to accept their invita-
tion, but was unable to say just at
present whether or not he eould leave

formed that all the members of his
it was expected that at least three

he would lay the matter before the
Cabinet to-morrow and give the com-
mittee a definite answer on Wednesday.

ception, to-morrow evening.

8. €, on the question as to

expiration of the sixty days immediate-
Iy following the fixing of the tax shall

made by Section 3689 of the Revised
Statutes is available for that purpose
during the fiscal vear claims are pre-
sented to the Secretary of the Treasury
and during the two fiscal years there-
after.

The Comptroller of the Currency to-
day extended the corporate cxistence
until .-\llri| 24, 1905, of the First Na-
tienal Bank of Richmond, Va.

Charles J, Campbell, of Montgomery,
Ala., bas been appointed National-Bank
Examiner, and is to be nssigned to the
routhern district, which consists prinei-
pally of the States of Alabama, tieorgia,
Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, and

Arkansas,
M= ——

Genoral Grant S Improving.
[Hy telegraph to the Dispateh. |
NEw York, April 20.—No incident
interrupted the quiet of General Grant's
household Iast night. The light was
turned very low in the sick room. The

morning.,

house,

only callers this morning,
HE GOES OUT RIDING,

utes.

sistance, Hundreds of people had as-
sembled to cateh a glimpse of him, a
rumor having got abroad that he would
take this airing, To these General

ago, snd he lifted his hat aml smiled,
greeting his friends as he came down
the steps.

The Pistol in Tennosseo.

Hy telegraph to the Dispateh,

S1, Lovis, April 20.—A special to
the Llost-Lhspateh frouy Chattanoogs,
Tenn,, says: At Oakdale
near Chattanoogn, yesterday, Pat. Uain,
a hostler, and Jim First, a noted des-

First, the hullet taking eflect in his ab-
domen aml enusing n fatal woumd,

Assigument.
[Ny telegtaph fo the Didpateb.]
S, Loris, April 20,—Foster & Co,

and cigars, and also the Jersey-cattle
property of R, R, Foster. The assets

bilities, 200,000,

eastern creditors,

Had Better Reaign,
[By telogrmph to the Dispsteh.]
WasningroNn,  April  20,—The
President has received the resignation
of P, ). Barker as eollector of internal

take cffect on the appointment and
qualification of his successor. Darker
resigns to go into private business.

Miss not the oceaslon; by the forelock take
Thaut subtle power, the pever-halting time,
Lest a mere moment's putting off should
make
Mischanee almost as heavy as a orime,
— Weridnworth,

Ol‘R STOCK OF
BIFRING SUITS
ns now cxhibited is the
CHOLCEST AND LARGEST
in Richmond,

You know that you must dress for the
senson, Why delay Jonger? Plmt cholee
Is always best,

Our LOW-FPRICED BUITS receive the
same careful attention that is bestowed on
our betier grades,

We are s strictly
“ONE-PRICE HOUSE."

Just visit us. There ls no trouble to de-
monstrate our claim as
LEADEHS OF STYLES,
—
A SAES & (0,
No. 1013 MAIN STREET,

opponite posb-office,  ap il
. Sy

.,

Washington at that time. He wuin-i 3 per cents, 101} b
Cabinet had been invited to attend, and | Alabama—Class A, 2t05..........

would nccept. The President then said | Georgin 6'8.......... vovieues ooo(bid) 101

I
[

vurse and the Geperal's son Fred., were
with lim, but their patient rested and | 30 50,
slept through the night until §;15 this
The family slept all night, as
did Dr. Deuglas, who remained in the |
The Doctor left about 9 A, M, |
He will return at 2 o'elock, when it is |
Lelieved the General will go to drive, | 1344, 1,000 do. at 134 2,000 South-
Mark Twain snd Dr. Newman were the J side 8's, due January, 1800, at 1114,

At 20'cloek this afternoon General
Grant, accompanied by one of his sons |
and Dr, Douglas, took a carringe.ride |
in Central Park, lasting thirty-five min-
He appeared dressed wmuch g
his usual fashion ; walked down the
stepy of bis house unaided, apd on his |

revenue for the district of Alabama, to |
1

Ho.then invited them to attend his re- | North Carolina funding..
{ South Carolina Brown con,.........

Judge Durham, First Comptroller of | Tennessee 6'.........coc. cove (hid) 46}
the Treasury, has given an opinion | Virginia 6'5..........
in 8 case coming from Charleston, | Virginia consols... ...

whether any portion of the interest | Chicago and Northwestern .. ,
collected on direct taxes shall be re- | Chicago and Northwestern,p'f'd,, 131}
funded. He holds that under the deci- | Denver and Rio Grande. ...... .. i

sions of the Court of Claims all inter- | Ene . ....ccc vuviiiinn vvninnens
est colleeted for the period prior to the |

be refunded, and that the appropriation |

the remainder of the list, but the declines
which followed were only fractional

amounts. Su again came from

ary-line and that the outlook for war
was again much more threatening. The
recovery was sufficient to carry the
prices of nearly all active stocks above
the opening quotations, and the market
finally closed steady at an advance of
ja} for all active stocks, Gould stocks
are § to | higher, with Union Pueific 1}
higher. Sales, 234,000 shares,
Noon—Stocks active and steady.
Money, 1 per cent, Exchange—Long,
short, 4871, Governments
dull. States steady. ppo—
Erening.—Exchange, . Money,
14al per cent. Sub-Trusurthnm—
Gold, #140,374; curreney, #22,810,
Governments quict ; 4{5« cents, 121];
. State bonds

vesy quiet,

B, 5's,sm’ll...... 102
Georgia 7's, mortgage..
North Carolina’s..........
North Carelina’s, new ...

.(bid) 104}
e 80

107

(bid) 39
; (bid) 40
Chesapeake and Ohio.....ooovvvvee 4

96}

2t
East Tennessee Railroad .. 3
Lake Shore........oon .. - 59§
Louisville and Nashville w3l
Memphis and Charleston... 38
Mobile and Ohio, ......... sersenviavtns | 1D
Nashville and Chattanooga......... 38
New Orleans Pacitic 1st mort,, ... 53
New York Central, ..o viiiees . W4
Norfolk and Western pref.......... 10}
Northern Pacific....... ...... 171
Northern Pacific pref, 19}
Pacific Mail. ...... ..ocennss hik
Rending . covervveerrons covronens 15§
tichmond and Alleghany. NP
Richmond and Danville,......(bid) 48

Rich. and West Point Terminal... 21§
Rok: Iulamiiiicosssonaerissisvensanion

LR b T R 708
St. Paul preferred.. 104}
Texas Pacific...... 1§
Union Pactic......coiim iovesinas vosane 48}

Wabash Paeific., ....coois vovinsinnnns
Wabash Pacitic preferred,......... 0
Western Union............

BALTIMORE,

Barrmvore, April  20.—Virginia
10-40°8, 36§ : past<lue coupens, con-

return ascended them also without ase !

Junetion, |

perado, became engaged in a bitter ; .
quarrel in a saloon, when First drew a No., 2 white, May delivery, 58}
;m-tu[ ani shot Cain through the breast. No. 2 White, June l!l'“ﬂ'l’_\v’. 50
As the latter was fulling he fired at | No. 2 White, July delivery.. 59

mwade an assignment to R, D, Lancaster [
to=iny transfurring their stock of teas |

are sworn to be about $125,000; lia- |
The canze of the |
failure is alleged to be the pushing of |

solidated, old, 57}; new, J3; new

| Bid to-doy,

l P

! RICHMOND STOCK EXCHANGE.
Moxpay, April 20, 1885,

SaLes.—1,000 Richmond eity 8's at

| e

| GRAIN AND COTTON EXCHANGE.

RicHMOND, .\:-ril 20, 1885,
OFFERINGS.

Ole.; No.o 2 red, 4o,
L

a
-
=
a
=
=
>
-
!

Hik
i
4

#7.23 ; shoulders, 85.25. Lard-—Choice

leaf, $8.25.
ST, LOUIS.

St. Lovis, April 20.—~Flour un-
changed. Wheat active, closing 1ja
2ic. above Saturday : No. 2 red, cash,
#1; May, 90je.s8l.01f. Corn .E
and firm ; oash, 44}add jo. ; May,
46}e.  Oata firm and very slow ;
33§adbic. : May, 354adige. Whi
steady at #1.14. Provisions

Pork, #12a312.12§. Bulk-meats—Car
lots, long clear, $5.00a85.05; short
rib, #6a86.05 ; clear, 36.25a80.30. Ba-
con==Long clear, $0.37}ad0.40; short
rib, 86.56; cloar, $6.70a80.75. Lard,
0. 55adb, 00,

CHICAGO.
Cnicaao, April 20.—Flour un-
changed,  Wheat a-tive and stronger ;

there was s steady advance, closing
1{e. higher than Saturday ; April, 85ja
Ride.; May, S6jasSjc.; June, H8ja
Corn aclive ;
rose dnlde.; closed jaje. over Satur-
day: cash, 46]ad7je.; April, 40§
AT . s May, 47 Jads Joo; June, 47 jad T je.
Oats dull and somewhat weaker ; cash,
J4aldbe. 1 May, 34{adije.; June, 35ja
d5]e. Mess-pork fairly active, averag-
mg lower 3 eash, 811,04a81 105, Lard
quiet, prices showing very little change ;
cash, #7; May, #0.05a87; June,
#0.071087.07). Boxed meats firm;
dry-salted shoulders, 845808460 ; short
rib,  @5.00a80;  clear, $0.25a96.40,
Whiskey firm at $1.15. Sugars un-
changeid.
REVIEW OF TIHE CHICAGO MARKET,
Crrcaco, April 20.—=The wheat
market acted wildly to-day, with cons
siderable of a rampant bull feeling, oe-
casioned by a flood of warlike rumors
from London and a sharp decline in
consols,  The market opened unsettled
and rather weaker, due to the warm,
spring-like weather, and consols showed
o slight decline when flrst posted,
Mhen when the full decline in consgls
became known there was & seramble to
buy, and prices rose 2jc. from the
opening figures in a twinkling. The
warket fell somewhat, but closed on
the regular board 1je. over Saturday.
There was another rush to buy in
afternoon on avariety of warlike ramors,
June advancing to 91 je, 5 fell off jo, and
closed  2je, igher than Saturdsy,
i Operatgis blso figured on a further
erease in the visible supply, which as-
I slsted in the firmness some. There
was active tradmg in corn, lﬁ:orn,:_l_!iid

I WHEAT=White, 252 hushels.

t Mized, 842 bushels.  Rod, 630 bushels,

| Total, 1,454 bushols.

| ConN.=—White, 20 bashels, Mixed,

| 1,700 bushels,

Oars,— 1100 bushels.

|  BALES REPORTED TO BECRETARY.
WiteAT. — White, 2582 bushels very

| . =
good on  private terms.  Mixed, 342

Grant scemed to look fully as well rl‘| bushels very good on private terwns, |
when he last drove out, over a month | Red, 550 bushels very good Longberry

on private terms; =0 bushels good
Shortberry at 9te,

| CorN.—White, 20 bushels prime at
| Glc.

|  ON CALL-LOARD—FIRST CALL—

| 11:300 A M.

WieaT, Bid, Asked,
No. 2 Red, May delivery .. 08
No. 2 Red, June delivery... 102

No. 2 Red, July delivery...104} ialj
CORN,

65
DATS,
No. 2 Mixed, April delivery 38
BECOND CALL=—2 0'CLOVK P, M.
| WhEAT, Bid. Adsked,
No. 2 Red, April delivery.. ¥3 .
No. 2 Red, May delivery.., 100
No. 2 Red, Juue delivery...102] ...
No. 2 Red, July delivery...105}
Conxs.

No. 2 White, Aprildelivery, 617 61}
No. 2 White, May delivery,

5,000 bushels aold at 61}
No. 2 White, June delivery, 625 64
No. ZMixed, May delivery, 60} 60}

Oars,
No. 2 Mixed, May delivery. 40}
No. 2 Mixed, June delivery, 41}
No. 2 Mixed, July delivery, 42
g —

NARKETS BY TELEGRAPR,

NEW YORK.

New Yomrx, April 20,—Cotten
eusy ; sales, 108 bales ; uplands, 1le,;
Orleans, 11ljec.; consolidated net re-
ceipts, 2,825 bales ; exports—to (reat
Hnitain, 2,222 bales: to Continent,
022 bales. Southern flour flrm and
quict,  Wheat—Spot advanced laZe,;
ungraded red, 87¢.281.014; No. 2 red,
May, 08]a#l.003c. Corn—Spot up
{ale.; ungraded, 54abde.; choiee
white southern, 6fie.; No. 2, April,
?a}ljaﬁ;’jl; 3 Mﬁ" ;4%;53{::. Oats Ja

c. higher; No. 2, Mbt.li
unchanged.  Coffee—Spot m
quiet st 98.75; No. 7 Rio, spot,
87.15; May, #7. Sugar dull and un-
changed, Molasses Rice
steady. Cotton-seed oil, 32jad5ec. for
crude, 40¢. for refined. Rosin dull st
81.0%a81.10, Turpentine steady at
d1je. Hides firm; New Orleans, 8fa
Ofc. ; Texas, 105:. Wool steady and
ﬂru:h :M' leece, 27a36c, Pork

and very quiet; mess, $13a
Middles dull ; hz“'el'u.

BALTIMORE, il 20,—Plour
quiet and firm h‘"—i&u sad

and
BT 2 s il ok “},m
3

i

by a rather strong advance, but outside
| fightgs were not sustained, May
tions rose 1je. over the closing of Sut-
urday, but fell back and closed about
fe. higher, Oats ruled quiet, and while
the opening was firm, the market elosed
| jo. under Saturdny. There was a fair
awount of speculation in pork, with
prices 15a20c. lower early, followed by
a redction which carried prices up to
about the close of Saturday's prices.
! Lard exhibited sery little change, and
trading was only fdirly active,

MILWAUKEE.
Minwavkee, April  20,—Flour
stemdy.  Wheat weuk ; No. 2 Milwan-

| ke, ¥Te.; May, 57je.  Corn—None on
the market; No, 2 nominally Sie.

‘Ualu scarce amd firmor; No, 2, 30e,

| Provisious steady, Moss-pork, cash or

| May, 811.80.  Prime stoam lard, cash

| or May, 97.

WILMINGTON,

Winsinaron, N, C,, April 20,—
Turpentine firm at 28le. Roain firm ;
strained, U0c. ; good, 92ic. Tar firm
at 41,10, Cruso tarpentine aleady ;
E:r:l: #L10;  yellow-dip dnd

N

COTTON MARKETS,

NonroLk, Va., April 20
dull; middling, Inic? Nu'—rf:‘m
221 bales: grosa recelpts, 221 3
stock, 9,585 bales | sules, 22 bales.

WirsmiNaron, N. €., April 20,—
Cotton steady; middling, 10Je, Nek
receipts, J bales; gross receipts, 3
bales ; sales, —,

SAVANNAH, GA,, April 20,—=Cote
ton quiet ; middling, 10jc. Net re-
ceipts, 447 bales; grois receipts, 452
g::u; sales, 300 bales ; stock, 11,575

8.

Aum:-n-r;:l. GA., April 20.—COot~
ton quiet and steady ; middling, 10
Receipts, 17 bales; shi -—h;;
lllu,ﬁ? bales,

UHARLESTON, 8, C,,
Cotton nominal ; je. Neot
receipts, 97 bales; gross receipts,
&m;m.—-m;m&m

NEW YORK COTTON FUTURES.
New York, April 20,.—Cotton—
2 bales ;

Net 35 ; gross
ui:u. 458 bales, hmudmdqnz
an

steady ; 49,700 bales
010.640810.56 ; May, $10.868810.67 |

June, $10.96a810.97 ; 911,040
ik s el B

i

vember and Decomber, $
January, $10.36s910,38,
LIVE-STOCK MARKETS.
RICHMOND,
APRIL 20,—~Prices this week ranged
as H

fair ; No. 2 mixed,
Osts_quiet; No, 2 ﬂj;_
37ja38c, Pork quiet at #l2ad ",
Lard quiet; current make, #6.90.
Bulk-mests firm ; shoulders, #4.50;
short rib, 6. firm ;  shoul-
$5.50 3 M‘r“‘"‘ clear,
97.371.  Whiskey nominal ;
no nLn. Sugar firm; New Oﬁ
4{a5jc, Hogs weak; common
light, #3.50n84.00 ; packing and buleh-
ers’, #1004 600
LOUISVILLE.
LovrsviLLi, April 20,—Grain
and strong.  Wheat—No, 2 red,
Corn—No. 2 white, 5le. Oats—No, 2
mixed, 30c. Provisions dull, Pork—
Mess, $12.50. Bulk-meats—Clear rib,
#6.15; sides, 86,50 ; shoulders, 84.75.




